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attendance at Court. But the children appear to have remained
constantly at home.8
As Nott, in his copyings from this Household Book,9 cites no
record of the birth of Henry Howard and no circumstances
which would cause one to infer that a birth had taken place,
it seems safe to assume that no such record is there. This justi-
fies the assumption that Henry Howard, being born in 1517,
was born before his parents returned to Tendring Hall for the
summer; that is to say, he was born in the winter or early
spring of 1517, and probably at Hunsdon.
But the poet's grandfather, with whom the Earl of Surrey's
family spent the winter months, had many other residences
besides Hunsdon. It is possible, therefore, that the Countess
of Surrey might at this time have been visiting her father-in-
law at one of these other residences. The Duke of Norfolk often
stayed at Framlingham and at Kenninghall. Either of these
places may possibly have been the birthplace of Henry How-
ard, although Nott's suggestion, "As [the poet] was generally
styled Henry Howard, of Kenninghall, his grandfather's princi-
pal place of residence in Norfolk, it may be inferred that he
was born there,3'10 has no weight as evidence. The source of
such an appellation in sixteenth-century England was com-
monly derived from the principal residence rather than from
the place of birth.
iL Henry Howard passed his childhood in rural England. For
the greater part of his first years he dwelt at Tendring Hall,
in Stoke by Neyland, Suffolk. In the Household Book mentioned
above are many records of food served there to "my Lord
Howard" in the nursery.
As this was several centuries before the modern English
schedule of eating had evolved, and afternoon tea had not yet
8 Nott, p. xi (note). In 1891 this household book was at Thirlestaine House,
Cheltenham (Sir Thomas Phillipps MS. No. 3841); Bapst, p. 156. As this library is
being dispersed, I have been unable to ascertain its present location. In 1907 Brenan
& Statham, p. 145, wrote that it "was in the possession of the late Sir Thomas
PhiUIpps."
8 Nott, app. n. His original notes from it are at Norfolk House and Arundel
Castle, Nor does Bapst mention such a record.
10 Nott, p. ix; accepted by Padelf ord, p. 6.